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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 May 2005 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayfe, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-17 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

^- 

WIUJAM M. P!£RCE 

Attachment(s) Fhi^Y EKAK^ 

1 ) [3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) D Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 
j Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) Q Other: . 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office ' " ~~ " ' 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1 -04) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 2005051 5 
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DETAILED ACTION 
§1.105 Requirements for information. 

Examiner requires a copy of any and all known non-patent literature, published application, or patent (U.S. 
or foreign) that relates to the claimed invention pertaining to the Family Feud as presented in the specification of the 
application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Demar et al in view of Walker 
ad Feud History. 

Applicant's argues against Walker individually. However appellant is reminded that one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. 
See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 
(Fed. Cir. 1986). While appellant makes that argument that Walker fails to show a "bonusing game" , he fails to 
provide a definition of what he considers such a game to be. Clearly, Walker teaches that players receive a "bonus" 
by enhanced real slot payouts with correct answers to trivia question. The issue of bonusing games can be more 
broadly viewed that there exists an unlimited number of combinations of "bonusing events" activities that are available 
for a game designer to select from for a secondary bonusing game. In considering this the examiner has considered 
whether the claims at hand involve a mere substitution of one game activity for that of another, any unexpected 
results achieved or any particular problem solved. In the instant case the claimed invention performs and produces 
substantially the same results as the prior art with the exception of the requirement of a different secondary game. 
As such, the substitution of a trivia game for that of a secondary game in a bonus game is considered a mere 
substitution of one game activity for that of another that is shown in Walker. 

With respect to the Family Feud, appellant has admitted them as prior art in their specification. Where the 
specification identifies work done by another as "prior art," the subject matter so identified is treated as admitted prior 
art. In re Nomiya, 509 F.2d 566, 571, 184 USPQ 607, 611 (CCPA 1975). Family Feud is a known trivia type game in 
which "survey-based" results are used. Where appellant states that he did not receive a copy of the "Feud History" to 
"analyze". The 892 of the previous office action cited the web link. For the convenience of appellant, a copy is 
furnished with this office action. 

Changing the bonusing game of Demar to a "survey-based" bonusing game would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art in order to replace the secondary game activity of Demar with that of another known game 
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activity that is know in the art and taught by Walker and Family Feud. Lastly merely changing the "theme" of a game 
is does not result in a new game. This position is analogous to the determination that a mere change in printed 
matter does not distinguish over the prior art. In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385-86, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 
1983)("Where the printed matter is not functionally related to the substrate, the printed matter will not distinguish the 
invention from the prior art in terms of patentability .... [T ]he critical question is whether there exists any new and 
unobvious functional relationship between the printed matter and the substrate.") 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and 
the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication and its merits should be directed to William Pierce at E-mail 
address bill.pierce@USPTO.gov or at telephone number (571) 272-4414. 

For official fax communications to be officially entered in the application the fax number is (703) 

872-9306. 

For Informal fax communications the fax number is (703) 308-7769. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding can also be directed 
to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1 148. 

Any inquiry concerning the drawings should be directed to the Drafting Division whose telephone 
number is (703) 305-8335. 



WIUIAM M. PIERCE 

PRmvIARY exaswer 



